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SUBJECT: TTBT/PNE NEGOTIATIONS: REPORT OF PLENARY MEETING, 
FEB 19. TTBT/PNE DELEGATION MESSAGE NO 64 

1 . SUMMARY. SOVIET SIDE QUERIED US ABOUT NEW TEXT EOR 
PARAS 3 AND 4 OF PROTOCOL ARTICLE VII REGARDING YIELD 
MEASURING AND SEISMIC EQUIPMENT. US SIDE SAID ELEMENT OF 
CHOICE IN SELECTION OF TWO SETS OF EQUIPMENT JUSTIFIED 
OMISSION OF PROVISION FOR EQUIPMENT EXAMINATION PERIOD 
BEEORE EXPLOSION AND OMISSION OF PROVISION FOR RETENTION 
BY HOST PARTY OF RECORDING EQUIPMENT FOR 30 DAYS AFTER 
EXPLOSION. SOVIET SIDE PRINCIPALLY CONCERNED OVER ISSUE 
OF RETENTION OF RECORDING EQUIPMENT AFTER EXPLOSION BY 
HOST PARTY. SAID RETENTION OF RECORDING EQUIPMENT FOR 
30 DAYS AFTER EXPLOSION BY HOST PARTY WAS UNCODITIONAL 
REQUIREMENT FOR THEM. US SIDE PROPOSED WITH RESPECT TO 
PARA 3 THAT FAMILIARIZATION EQUIPMENT BE RETURNED 90 DAYS 
BEFORE BEGINNING OF EMPLACEMENT INSTEAD OF 120 DAYS, 
WHICH SOVIET SIDE SAID WAS ACCEPTABLE. END SUMMARY. 

2. STOESSEL BRIEFLY NOTED THAT US TEXTS FOR PARAS 3 
AND 4 OF PROTOCOL ARTICLE VII (MOSCOW 2364 AND 2392) 

ARE BASED ON ACCEPTANCE OF SOVIET PROPOSAL THAT PARTY 
CARRYING OUT EXPLOSION MAKE CHOICE BETWEEN TWO IDEN- 
TICAL SETS OF EQUIPMENT AND THAT US TEXT WILL PROTECT 
BASIC RIGHTS OF BOTH SIDES. 
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3. MOROKHOV ASKED SIX QUESTIONS: 

(-) WHY IN PARA 3 OF ARTICLE III MUST THE FAMI- 
LIARIZATION EQUIPMENT BE RETURNED IN 30 DAYS? 

(B) WITH REFERENCE TO SUBPARA 3(B) OF ARTICLE III, 

WHAT IS EXTENT OF SEISMIC EQUIPMENT TO BE PROVIDED? 

(C) WHY IN PARA 4 OF ARTICLE III DOES US TEXT 
SPECIFY PLACE AT WHICH EQUIPMENT IS TO BE DELIVERED, 

WHEN IN PREVIOUS US TEXT, PLACE WAS UNSPECIFIED? 

(D) WHY DOES US TEXT LEAVE OUT PREVIOUS PROVISION 
FOR EXAMINATION OF EQUIPMENT AND REPLACE IT BY A PRO- 
VISION ONLY FOR DEMONSTRATION OF EQUIPMENT? 

(E) WHY DOES US TEXT LEAVE OUT PREVIOUS PROVI- 
SION FOR RETENTION OF EQUIPMENT FOR RECORDING DATA BY 
HOST PARTY FOR 30 DAYS AFTER EXPLOSION AND NOW PROVIDE 
FOR IMMEDIATE RETURN OF EQUIPMENT? 

(F) WHY DOES US TEXT LEAVE OUT ANY SPECIFIED TIME 
PERIOD FOR EXAMINATION OF THE EQUIPMENT BEFORE EXPLOSION? 

4. STOESSEL SID IN RESPONSE TO FIRST QUESTION, THAT 
US PREPARED TO AGREE THAT HOST PARTY COULD RETURN 
FAMILIARIZATION EQUIPMENT 90 DAYS BEFORE BEGINNING OF 
EMPLACEMENT. WITH RESPECT TO SECOND QUESTION, THE SEISMIC 
EQUIPMENT WOULD ENCOMPASS ALL PARTS OF EQUIPMENT. WITH 
RESPECT TO THIRD QUESTION, SITE OF EXPLOSION WQS SPECIFIED 
BECAUSE THAT APPROPRIATE PLACE TO DEMONSTRATE WORKING 
OF EQUIPMENT. THE DEMONSTRATION WAS TO ASSURE HOST 
PARTY BOTH SETS ARE IDENTICAL AND WORK EQUALLY WELL. 

WITH RESPECT TO OTHER QUESTIONS, NEW ELEMENT OF 

CHOICE BETWEEN TWO SETS OF EQUIPMENT OBVIATES NEED FOR 
A DETAILED EXAMINATION OF THE WORKING SETS OF EQUIPMENT. 

5. MOROKHOV SAID THEY WOULD ACCEPT US PROPOSAL THAT 
FAMILIARIZATION EQUIPMENT WOULD BE RETURNED BY HOST 
PARTY 90 DAYS BEFORE BEGINNING OFEMPLACEMENT AND 
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ACCEPTED UNDERSTANDING ON SEISMIC EQIUPMENT. MOROKHOV 
ASKED FOR FURTHER EXPLANATION WITH RESPECT TO HIS FIFTH 
QUESTION. STOESSEL REPEATED THAT ELEMENT OF 
CHOICE IN SELECTION OF WORKING SET, AND OBSERVATION BY 
PERSONNEL OF HOST PARTY OBVIATED NEED FOR RETENTION OF 
EQUIPMENT AFTER EXPLOSION BY HOST PARTY. THIS WAS 
FOLLOWED BY EXTENSIVE DISCUSSION ON THIS POINT. 

MOROKHOV EMPHASIZED NEED TO RETAIN EQUIPMENT AFTER 
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EXPLOSION BY HOST PARTY AND SAID THIS WAS UNCONDITIONAL 
REQUIREMENT EOR THEM. MOROKHOV SAID THIS ACTION 
CONEIRMED THEIR WORST TEARS REGARDING DESIRE TO US TO 
GAIN UNWARRANTED INEORMATION. SPECIEICALLY, HE SAID 
MEMORY DEVICES COULD BE INSERTED INTO RECORDING EQUIP- 
MENT TO OBTAIN INEORMATION NOT RELATED TO EXPLOSIONS, 
WHICH DEVICES COULD BE RECOVERED ANY TIME AETE EXPLO- 
SION. THEIR EXAMINATION WAS DESIGNED TO DETECT OR 
ELIMINATE ANY SUCH INFORMATION STORED IN THE EQUIPMENT. 
HE COMPLAINED US HAD NOT PROVIDED EXPLANATION EOR US 
POSITION AND COMPLAINED BITTERLY OE ATTITUDE OE US 
DELEGATION. HE ASKED IE US WERE STILL INTERESTED IN 
ACHIEVING AN AGREEMENT AND SAID IF US CONTINUES TO 
BEHAVE IN THIS FASHION PERHAPS BEST TO STOP NEGOTIATIONS. 
HE ASKED THAT HIS VIEWS ON THESE MATTERS BE REEERRED TO 
WASHINGTON. 

6. SOVIET SIDE SAID THAT AS EAR AS THEY WERE CONCERNED 
CHOICE OF EQUIPMENT COULD BE MADE BEEORE ANY DEMONSTRA- 
TION AND, EOR EXAMPLE, AT PORT OP ENTRY. WITH RESPECT 

TO COMPLETE SET OF EQUIPMENT RETAINED BY HOST PARTY, 

THEY WERE PREPARED TO RETURN THE EQUIPMENT ALTER 
EXPLOSION WHEN WORKING SET TURNED OVER TO HOST PARTY. 

7. BUCHHEIM (STOESSEL HAVING HAD TO LEAVE MEETING 
EARLY) REPLIED TO SOVIET SIDE (MOROKHOV HAD ALSO LEPT 
POLLOWING ABOVE TIRADE) THAT US SOUGHT MUTUALLY 
ACCEPTABLE AGREEMENT. FURTHER EXTENSIVE BUT INCONCLU- 
SIVE DISCUSSION CONTINUED ON ISSUE OP WHETHER OR NOT 
EQUIPMENT SHOULD BE RETAINED ALTER EXPLOSION BY HOST 
PARTY. 
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